




L ai Oall*s.Ma_Hou8tnn.'“i ■- in -Washlrieton bbvWiV^: «2^=«fifiS;^ 


" J" -?ashlrigton bbvloMly ^ Vr the 

"“^* up-eome-- ' .The columnist quoted FBI-“ 

_ thing outlandish anctthen^'^^sources as denying the report ^ i ^ 

our. respective mouths , of the payroll numbcrljn • .: i thal/thc^i 

a htiM^aFv- riihut while we w^icd to see > other words, they were issir 7 **■<* matter mats 

-••'‘-f/lheTJI ^ . ing .a denial to a story that! ' 

. — ^ more than 11 years, had yet to be drculated.irf^* 

beenmenttooedk iiiiiiy^arti.^^.^^^ to recall exact - publish^ by the people who * copaplcted. iviet 

aiul;;t«i^/an4.4n:^ .’'*^itl$, although the ^ ^ v 

,‘:WhrienlC6i*hisd6ri<te^^ 7;iised may very well be on^' After the eolumn 'ap- 

archive or flic, ^...peared, 1 wrote a story whidi 
. askttl Whether" Oswald was 
conversation to the best ,^deed ^ stoU pigeon* for a 
-^iBcnt jrtcat^uddt ^ijpro-~W my«bmtyV>^;^;^^; ' agency — the PJBl nr 

gram *broadcast<^y ABC. j T'he phone rang on ciA.JtjSrednop 


^ursday-pight in the as^as-', deakait the Houston Post.' 
^^Pnation of 'Praddent Jeto'F.'''^ Bill.* Hugh and I exchanged 


Kennedy. 

" One of .the .pahidpants^in * 
tbetalk show,* which 4ndud- 
' ad xomedlan^Dlck ^regoi^/ 
said ^iiad spent. 11 years 
^'researching*' the aasassina^ 
tion and used good jold S472 
as proof that Oswald was an 
agent ^ / 

Although ^ embarrass- 

ing to diviilgd, S-172 never 
existed. Im^ h up.. ] ■ 

. Actually. ^IhMwei^^three 
of us who- made^i|f the-num- 
ber. The others included Bill 
Alapnder.-^sho, atihe^ime 


greeting. iTbere /may have ^ 
Bedn a fourth peraon,;andth^ 

. rqwrler, in an the call. But I .. 
can't remember for. jure. 

After the exchange of 
.4>lea8antries, Bill asked me 
isomethii^like "Lonnie, do 
you.,Tcraember what 0^- 
-Iwald's payroll number 
was?" 

I answered “I think it was 
>172.”' .1 

Either Bill oi* 'Hugfa then 
interjected ^'could it have 
been S-179?” ^ 
t 1 rcmember insisting that 


specualted and. asked the 
question., C 
To this date, Ivhave no per- 
sonal knowledgevthat he was 
or wasn’t a double agent 1 
have only my suspicions. 

I Nor do I blame the FBI for^ 
listening in on my conversa- 


T 


-L 


•the FBI imow the true sitiia- 
^ tion, that the number.Jiad 
, been fabricaUKl to determine 

-^what.agM 

‘ ' ^.iro^i^.^nstenwHon^^ 
:^iilb8eiquem. .cmbarrassqie^ 
the FBI hgents attributed my 
' source lor the tmmber its a 
deputy sheriff who was a 
‘ close triend. They appaiently 
' (deduced thathe'han to be the 
sour^. They didn’t want to 
. tell their bo^'. J. EdgarHoo- 
• ver; that the EBI had been 
had. . ' 


of ^me a ssas^ attoh, Was jui^Wtthe number wasB-172. Wc all* 
assistant disoict jittomey in agreed on that munber and 
Dallas County. tTou«,^mnd.^vended the conversation. - 
Hugh Aynesworth.. V Vt.V. ; - Within 30 minutes.^a red- 

Aynesworth iwas aiiBporti - ;halred man nwh<r showed me 
er for The /Dallas -Morning -.l^ls FBj« identification- was 
Newi.diff4ateriltoc«mn> 

- bureau manager Tor If ewf mic^ I had heard about any 
iweck and^iM^a fre^^ that :Oswald: had a 

writer. t ^ ^ ' V^govemroent peyroU number. 

We thought wc iadrgodd then assured me that the 
reason tO'iqa5cc.up ‘thqtium- ./^number wasn't an FBI pay- 

he Strict bie.lej^ 

Henry Wade, wnd AynM- viaM^ place in the'office'nf 
worth and 1 'figured someone . Alexander and Aynesworth. ^ 
was tqppina iour. respecUve .. A few weeks later, some- 
office and home telephony >^one in thePBI headquaners 
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